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Remarks 

Applicants have amended daiiti 12. Support for the miscisdmem can be tbimd in original 
ciaims = and H, Applicants have ahts amcnde^l cjuim 18 to bring it in line witb ihe aniendmeat 
.^K- 2 i:^u- (Upi.nd.?. \o k ,^ '\r has been introduced by ihe anicudmunt. 

^ Lu.ns diA 18 arc pending, and uiulcr cvan}?naiK»a Rcjon-^uk-ur.u'n of :hts 
iippl-Cdt.-^-^i, i^ „.nonc!cd. i:> sc5>pcctiliiiy lequcsted m view of the foikming renwks. 

Rciecn on under 35 I .S.C, $ 102 

The Examiner reieets daims 12, 17, and IS tor anticipation, relymgoti Oavisson ei aL, 
lounral of Organ. Cbem. 1986, 51, 4768--4770 (Davisson) and Ktndon ct al. WO 9S/45309 
(Rii^dcn) Claim I? has been canceHed. Independent claim i2 will be diseiissed first, 

I. hum 1 2. as amended^ eovers a salt of monochloro-SMbstitttted methylene 
bisphosphonic acid. 

Davisson discloses diSarct-sabstitated mefhyleiie bispitGsphonate; Si;€ page 4773v 

.0 

ho-r' ,0 

KindoK teaches use of bispho^jphonie acids of the fominia of C'^'' as iatemicdiaSes 

in syntlicsis of nucleotides. See page 9, line 15, In the above formula, Y is C>, C^F^, CCU, or (;Bf2, 
See page 9, line 17 and page 3, line 18. Among the bisphosphonic acids disclosed in Kindon, the 
aimpcsund closi;st to the claimed compound ia dichloro-substituted n^cihUene isisphospbonic 
aciu, .\ccordinixly, neither {^avis,so;s sior Rifid<.ui loaches a sail lirmortoehloro-ssibistituted 
nietbylone bisphosphonic acid, as requirol by claim 12. Thus, these iwo fcierencc^ do tvoi 
anticipate claim 12, For al least the same reasons as set Ibrth above, these two references also do 
5u>t ;!nt-c5p;!tc daim 1 S, -vvluch depend,s from claim 12, 



Rej ecdon under 35 y ,S,C. J [03 

The Examiner rejects claims 12, 17, and 18 for obviousness, relying on Kindoii. 



As mentioaed &hoy4i, claim 12 eovers a salt of monocMoro-wfostitttte4 metliykne 
Msphospfeoais acid. 

Kindpn fssiciies i^e of lilchlorG-substitutetl methylene bisphospliomc ackls as 

i b Slot iX:ndered obvious bvKindon Neitlier is tlam ^8 "eiiiutc^ ods ^is 

Oie Ksainmssr reiecis daiiuii 12, 17, and i8 under the ludicjailyQrsjated di>ctnne «i 
ob\nvj^\iv.ss npvdaubkpikntmg as bcmg unpatentable over pnor I S '^it^ ir 

\7pi ^5*\v!.u'dhkctopomtoutthatthcExatnmeiri.'''Ci idoal v w i s „ ] <.t i 
Ov^i ^ ( 5 ! i-.! i c Othce Action dated Uocv i bcr ^ ^ p r s 

1 <v i 1 i )i,r on ?unc 2006 to obviate the t<^jti^ oi 1 1 tt. st j Sv, 7 cr 

^isl V opi xciHvtht I S Patent 4nd Iradcmark Offiw ([ SPTO) Ati^s i h s 

V arv copies of tcnmnd! disclaimer pi e\ious!v filed and tilt, <ippKSfll ot fe 
^«-nm<i dist-hsmv-^ dounloadedtrom the USF 10 website Applicant therctors. lequcbtt. tli^ 
fcxaininer wuharaw tm double patenting rejection, 

1 Ui i/^n\ ^ v.a'-v 5p|> a 1 Wij^s or vGitv 1. UviXi'^H Vuu J* \o \> i i^ t i.rv i 
\t\rie DivvetNo ""2? ?46l S2 



Applkanj : Ktek Purdis Attorney's Docket No.: I7325-246US2 / A3Q00-2? US 

FiW'd . Dccctrbci- 1,2003 



3oston Vi V i 



